


Abortion Information ... 


For Defiance, Defence, Repeal! 


THE COURAGEOUS de- 
cision by USI leaders to 
defy attempts by SPUC 
and the law to silence 
student provision of 
abortion referral infor- 
mation must be sup- 
ported by all those con- 
cerned to defend and ex- 
pand democratic rights. 


The defiance of USI is all 
the more welcome because, 
since the Hamilton Judge- 
ment the struggle to defend 
the right to information on 
abortion has been in 
retreat.Those willing to 
fight have been fragmented, 
driven underground with no 
clear line of march. 


DEMANDS 


But what should be our 
demands? In response to 
any court action against stu- 
dent leaders we must mobi- 
lise around the slogans ‘Defy 
the Courts’ and ‘Drop the 
Charges’. Secondly, we must 
clearly proclaim the right to 
freedom of information on 


Smash 


abortion and build mass re- 
sistance against any attempt 
by SPUC to stop the distribu- 
tion to students of the book- 
lets which contain this. 


This means challenging the 
existing measures on the is- 
sue—the 1861 Act, the Eight 
Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion and the Hamiliton ver- 
dict. We must raise the repeal 
of these as the political de- 
mands of the struggle.. Circu- 
lation of illegal information 
which is met with running 
battles with SPUC and the 
courts as the experience of 
Open Line shows is no alter- 
native to challenging Hamil- 
ton, the 1861 Act and the Eight 
Amendment with mass action 
and forcing their repeal. This 
can win the vital need for 
legality for all those seeking 
information on abortion. 


WORKING CLASS 


The struggle to defy the 
courts, to drop the charges, to 
win freedom of information 
on abortion will be met by the 


When the ICTU July conference narrowly carried a 
motion for a special conference in January to re- 
consider its pact with Haughey—the Programme for 
National Recovery—it was mostly a finger-wagging 
exercise. But conditions have since become more 
favourable to forcing the ICTU to stand over its threat, 
with the rapid increase in prices, the failure of 
employment to grow and the revelation of emigration 
figures bigger than anyone believed. 


When ICTU met in July 
Haughey was still trying to 
put a government together 
with the Progressive 
Democrats. The union 
leaders were afraid of being 
saddled with a more 
confrontational 
government, committed to 
greater cuts and less 
inclined to do a new deal 
with them next year. At the 
same time the General 
Election itself had 
expressed the anger of the 
mass of working class 
people against the cuts. The 
Congress bureaucrats, 
under increased pressure 
from their own base, 
therefore, had to adopt a 
posture of appearing to 
threaten the new govern- 
ment with opposition from 
the unions if they did not 
honour the commitments of 
the Programme. 


But the all-important 
commitment on which the 
Congress was claiming 
success has been admitted 
to be a lie by more and more 
bourgeois commentators— 


job creation. New jobs have 
been created at no better than 
the pathetic level promised— 
about 20,000 a year— but they 
have been matched by as many 
redundancies! The revelation 
that about 46,000 are 
emigrating annually (mostly 
young entrants to the labour 
force) puts the caponit! 


On top of this comes the news 
that inflation has doubled to 
4.5% and will continue to rise, 
while the Programme keeps 
wage rises below 2.5% and 


prevents negotiations on 
shorter hours. Economic 
growth and profits have 


skyrocketed for the bosses in 
general, but without any 
corresponding share-out in 
jobs and wages for the working 
class. Instead, productivity is 
being stepped up with new 
machinery and job-shakeouts, 
and spare capacity is being 
worked with more overtime. 


The gross wages of workers 
in the transnational industries 
(about 25% of industrial 
workers) have shown a tiny 
real increase against inflation, 
but only on the basis of long 


unholy alliance of church and 
ruling class in Ireland who 
have presided over a whole 
arsenal of anti-democratic 
measures on contraception, 
abortion, divorce, aids and sex 
education. 


To defeat this enemy stu- 
dents need to build a mass 
campaign that reaches out to 
win support everywhere and 
especially among the trade 
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hours and_ productivity 
increases. The wages in 
general in the indigenous 
industries have not made any 
gains, but there has been no 
lack of savage productivity 
drives and shakeouts there, 
especially in the dairy and 
meat processing industries. 
But while industrial wages 
averaged IR£205.86 in the 
South in March, much larger 
numbers are on much lower 
incomes in services and in 
public-sector manual and 
clerical jobs where the paltry 
increases under the 
Programme have been 
accompanied by increased 
workloads in the wake of over 
redundancies and non-filling 
of vacancies. 


Anew round of cuts will be 
felt sharply in the education 
and local government sectors 
in the months ahead, while 
health is being given an 
emergency injection of a 
paltry <£15m. in_= areas 
selected to minimise the 
worst effects of long queues 
e.g. casualty services, but no 
reversal of the very fundam- 





unions and rank and file. We 
must give rank and file mili- 
tants in the trade unions a 
lead by building a democratic 
united campaign to which they 
can affiliate as militants, as 
workplace groups, as union 
branches and national unions 
to turn the many trade union 
resolutions already passed 
defending freedom of informa- 
tion on abortion from words 
into deeds! 


ental cuts already inflicted. 


The fact that there will be 
an ICTU conference to re- 
consider the existing pact 
with Haughey, must be made 
an important focus for 
militant agitation in these 
new’ .- conditions. The 
Programme holds wages 
down as. inflation is 
increasing. It prevents 
bargaining on shorter hours. 
Itis a deceitful lie in regard to 
jobs. But most important it 
has bought off the union 
leaders who are determined 
to use it to discipline their 
members while Haughey— 
aided now by O’Malley—dig 
deeper with their scalpel. 


The agreement must be 
smashed. And the fight 
against it must at least make 
sure there will be no 
negotiations for a new sell- 
out, which would likely get 
under way in the spring. 


The union bureaucrats will 
make sure there is as little 
input as possible from the 
rank and file to the review of 
the deal with Haughey or to 


The working class move- 
ment has a long history of 
fighting for democratic rights 
and a vital interest in win- 
ning them. Its industrial 
might once mobilised can be 
the decisive political weapon 
in winning demands and in 
defeating SPUC and its pay- 
masters in Church and state. 


Our central orientation in 
buildinga fightback must bea 
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the ICTU  conference.The 
rank and file must, therefore, 
organize independently of 
the union officials, while 
never easing the pressure on 
them for full official backing 
for claims. Shop-stewards 
and rank and file workplace 
committees must be built and 
linked up in each industry 
and sector to hammer out 
their demands on wages, 
hours, productivity and 
staffing levels. 


These should include full 
and automatic compensation 
for inflation; filling of all 
vacancies; a thirty-five hour 
week with no drop in average 
earnings level since the last 
increase; a ban on overtime; 
and a national minimum 
wage for all low-paid workers 
of at least two-thirds the 
average industrial wage. 


Workplace and_ branch 
resolutions must immedi- 
ately be put to the union 
leaders demanding democra- 
tic conferences for rank and 
file delegates to debate the 
Programme and to mandate 
their representatives to the 
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mass alliance of students and 
working class organisations. 


No reliance on the ruling 
class politicians such as Bar4 
nes of Fine Gael! Demand that 
Labour and Workers Party, 
mobilize working class and 
student action: 
® For Defiance 
No compliance with court in- 
junctions! 

@ For Defence 

Mass action by students now 
to defend their union leaders! 
® For Repeal 

Scrap the Hamilton Judge- 
ment and the laws on which it 
is bases —the 1861 Act and 
the 8th Amendment to the 
Constitution! 


IWG Public | 


Meeting 
FriOct. 13 


Oppression 
North Star Hotel 





ICTU January conference. 
The anti-democratic control 
of the bureaucracy which 
makes a farce of ICTU 
conferences must be 
challenged and broken. 


But the struggle against 
the cuts and poverty is not 
just within the unions. The 
fight must be taken up by the 
trade union rank and file, 
mobilizing the unemployed, 
and alongside’ students, 
housewives and community 
action groups, to oppose cuts 
in health, education, welfare 
and local services. 


In particular, the Labour 
and Workers’ parties, instead 
of being left to indulge their 
petty rivalry in the Dail, must 
be confronted with the reason 
they were given such a big 
increase in  votes—the 
working classis demanding a 
political leadership to 
mobilize them to fight all cuts 
and put an end to parleying 
and illusions in Haughey’s 
Fianna Fail for once and for 
all! 


Build 
the 
League 
fora 









Revolutionary 
Communist International 


THE IWG’S INTERNATIONAL organisa- 
tion, the MRCI adopted an international 
programme, democratic centralist stat- 
utes and changed its name to the League 
For a Revolutionary Communist Inter- 
national (LRCI) at its recent delegate 
congressin Strasbourg. An International 
Executive Committee was elected from 
the Congress, including representation 
from each national section. 


The LRCI represents a major first step to- 
wards the goal of our political groups—to 
create a new Leninist-Trotskyist world party 
based on a living communist international 
progamme for the new ‘period. For 40 years 
there has been no consistently revolutionary 
programme or International. Instead, there 
only remained warring fragments of Trotsky’s 
| revolutionary International (1938-48) and 
political confusion on the major questions of 
| the class struggle—confusion about the sur- 
vival and expansion of imperialism and Stal- 
inism after World War II, and confusion about 
perspectives for world revolution. 


Confusion also about major tactics—e.g. 
towards reformism, Stalinism or petit-bour- 
geois nationalism—has led to chronic oppor- 
tunism or sectarianism of acentrist kindin the 
politics of the so-called Trotskyist currents 
internationally (represented in Ireland by 
Militant, SWM, PD, etc.). The result has been 
to block the bulding of the revolutionary 
communist party and, from time to time, to 
actually betray the vanguard of the working 
class. 


It was out of the crisis of centrist Trotskyism 
in the 1970s that the groups emerged which 
were to form the Movement for a Revolution- 
} ary Communist International. The Irish 
| Workers Group was built by militants expelled 
from the Socialist Workers’ Movement for 
challenging that group’s economism, 1974-5. 
Workers Power emerged in parallel from what 
is now the British SWP in which they had 
| formed the Left Faction—begun as an opposi- 
| tion to the SWP leaders’ unprincipled and 
| unqualified condemnation of the Aldershot 
| bombers. 


The Gruppe Arbeitermacht emerged from 
the breakup of the Spartacusbund, itself the 
result of a split in Germany within Ernest 
| Mandel’s “United Secretariat of the Fourth 
| International” (USFI). Our French section 
Pouvoir Ouvrier was formed with comrades 
| breaking from the international tendencies of 
| Pierre Lambert and Nahuel Moreno. 


These groups came together in April 1984 to 
found the MRCI on the basis of fraternal 
| relations, with the aim of developing the pro- 
gramme and common method that would 
| enable us to function as a coherent demo- 
cratic-centralist international tendency. We 
rejected the methods of the existing interna- 
tional currents—amalgams which blew apart 
at the first test (Moreno & Lambert); one large 
national group dictating the line toits smaller 
sattellites (SWP(GB), or Lambert in France); 
or federations within which permanent dis- 
agreement reigned on vital questions (USF). 


As we declaredin 1984: “In order toexamine 
programmatic positions and methods of work, 
| to overcome weaknesses of national one-sided- 
| ness and to establish a recognized and trusted 
| leadership and organization, it is necessary for 
revolutionary groups to develop an organiza- 
| tional framework within which collaboration 
| and private discussion can take place. Within 
such a framework autonomous groups of com- 
munists could test their ability to generate 
programmatic advance, to adopt common re- 


sponses to current political problems, to create 
a leading cadre and organization worthy of the 
trust and loyalty of the various groups”. 


Between then and now the national sections 
have undertaken the theoretical work and 
internal debate necessary to give a solid pro- 
grammatic basis for an international fusion. 
During that process our Austrian section 
Gruppe Arbeiterstandpunki (ASt) emerged 
from a split in the IKL in Vienna. Since its 
recent fusion with the Salzburg SOAL groupit 
has become an important factor within the 
Austrian far left. 


In Latin America comrades breaking from 
the centrism of Lora’s POR (Bolivia) created 
Poder Obrera in Peru as the section of the 
LRCI and in Bolivia Guia Obrera (workers’ 
guide) which is discussing with the LRCI with 
a view to joining. 


Though small in number the delegates from 


Latin America immeasurably enriched the | 
work of the Congress and the LRCI’s pro- 


gramme. They were able to bring to the pro- 
gramme their experience of work in conditions 
of hyper-inflation, massive guerrilla struggles 
and state repression; of very sharp turns from 
revolutionary to counter-revolutionary situ- 
ations; of mass Stalinist and nationalist move- 
ments. 


The programme adopted by our congress— | 
after 400 amendments were dealt with over 8 
days—is a very large document, elaborating 


not just our major slogans, but our under- 
standing of imperialism, Stalinism, social 
democratic reformism, centrism et.. In con- 
tras. Trotsky’s Fourth International adopted 


a shorter Transitional Programme with no | 


amendments in one day in 1938. Our pro- 
gramme has had to state the LRCI’s positions 
on the major revolutionary crises of the post- 
war period. Precisely because nointernational 
party existed during the past forty years to 
draw the lessons of these crises; precisely 
because the centrists compounded previous 


errors, our programme has to refresh the | 


memory of the working class vanguard. By 
doing this we can spell out the lessons of the 
major crises for today’s struggles. 


Although the forces of the LRCI are small at 
present, our programme is addressed to the 


masses. It is a guide to action, providing the | 


basis for concrete and specific action pro- 
grammes for the national sections, for particu- 
lar situations and movements. 


As nationally isolated groups, then as a 


fraternal movement, we struggled against the | 


political dangers of national-centredness. In 
founding an international democratic-central- 
ist tendency we have taken a qualitative step. 
The work of national sections is now under the 
formal discipline of the IEC. Whilst recogniz- 
ing our weakness in numbers and implanta- 
tion, six small fighting propaganda groups 
implanted in only two continents, we are now 
stronger than ever in programme. United 
around this programme our cadres represent 
a pledge for the future. 


As Stalinism slides deeper into crisis, as a | 


vast army of industrial workers finds its 
stength in the semi-colonies, the LRCI ad- 
dresses itself to all those seeking to avenge the 
betrayals and defeats of the workers and poor 
peasants, to all those determined to destroy 
imperialism and Stalinist rule. 


Study our programme. Discuss it with us. 
Fight for its demands. Join the LRCI’s fight for 

















ABOUT 200 activists attended 
a conference on September 


| 23rd at Boswell's hotel. They 


were responding to the call by 


the leaders of Union of Stu- 
| dents in Ireland (USI) to sup- 


port their defiance of SPUC’s 
move to get an injunction 
against the student provision 
of abortion referral Information. 
But if anyone had expected 
that this signalled a determina- 
tion to back up their coura- 
geous decision to risk going to 
jail by laying the basis of a 
fighting campaign around the 
defence of democratic rights 
to information, they were to be 
disappointed. 


USI leaders announced they 
would accept no amendments 
or alternative resolutions from 
the floor to the programme they 
offered to the conference dele- 
gates. They justified this by the 
argument that as the issue 
immediately concerns students 
then no one else, whatever 
support or involvementthey were 
expected to offer to the cam- 
paign, would be permitted a say 
in how to build it. 


Their own proposals revealed 
only too clearly why. For instead 


of the militant action and clear 
| demands that are vitally neces- 


sary to give a focus to building 
militant action in both campuses 
and outside, they had decided 


| on a low key exercise. They 
| proposed mainly raising funds 
| and winning support “by lobby- 


ing TDs, MEPs. senators etc”. 
IWG speakers argued that it 
was urgent to set about organis- 
ing mass meetings and rallies 
on the campuses and colleges 
to quickly demonstrate to SPUC 
and the courts that we are pre- 
pared to meet their challenge 
with mass defiance and defence. 
The USI programme proposed 
that “In the event of students 
ending up in court, a rally of the 


students will be organised”. 


This is a recipe for passivity 
at a time when the key was to 
bring the issue to the forefront 
of students returning from vaca- 
tions. The IWG argued not only 
was this necessary but, because 
the issue was one also of 
democratic rights affecting 
everyone in Irish society, that 
support must be sought princi- 
pally from those who could be 
wonto areal fighting struggle— 
not windbags in the Dail but the 
working class and trade union 
movement. 


As the IWG leaflet put it 

It is vital therefore that the 
campaign does not restrict 
itself to students alone—iso- 
lation will heighten the chances 
of defeat. We need to build 
Support everywhere. Many 
trade unions, branches and 
trades councils have standing 
policy in support of the free- 
dom of information on abor- 
tion ...We should give rank 
and file members a lead by 
building a united national 
campaign to which they can be 
won to affiliate as militants at 
work, at branches and even 
national trade unions where 
they can be won to tum their 
words into deeds. 


The organisers however were 
determined to limit the debate 
and would not permit the IWGto 
put forward an amendment to 
their proposals. The reluctant 
support for democratic proce- 
dure from SWM and Sinn Féin’s 
Anne Speed underlined the lack 
of any political direction or ur- 
gency intheir arguments, or any 
recognition of past failures. The 
SWM’'s amendment for the 
campaign to call on trade un- 
ions to publish abortion infor- 
mation ‘phone numbers was 
defeated.by about 2 to 1—with 
the opposition of Speed. 


ot the Way to Fight SPUC_ 


No-one had anything to say 
about how to deal with what is 
the very substance of the ques- 
tion—the legal obstacles—the 
Hamilton Judgement, the 1861 
Act and the Eight Amendmentto 
the Constitution. While it re- 
mains necessary to provide in- 
formation illegally, such a provi- 
sion can never be adequate nor 
a permanent means of aiding 
all women. It can not, however, 
constitute an effective political 
challenge to these reactionary 
laws. 


Only a fighting campaign, an 
alliance of students, workers 
and the mass of women, can 
ever hope to do this. Activists 
can no longer go on burying 
their heads in the sand, delud- 
ing themselves of success 
where none exists and whistling 
inthe dark that somehow, some 
day it will be a better time to 
fight than now on the political 
demands. 


IWG argued that the fight must 
include the clear demands to 
Defy the Courts, Drop the 
Charges and also Scrap the 
Hamilton Judgement, Repeal the 
1861 Act, Repeal the &th 
Amendment. The USI organiz- 
ers, however, encouraged by 
the feminist “lefts”, ducked all 
these questions. In fact they 
even ruled out of order our pro- 
posal to call for mass meetings 
of students in the campuses to 
build defence of their own ac- 
tion! 


That remains the clear task 
for student militants—to force 
their union executives in their 
colleges and campuses to or- 
ganise immediately mass meet- 
ings and for militant action to 
defy the SPUC-led offensive. The 
building of a broad democratic 
campaign must be the immedi- 
ate goal forthe coming period of 


Struggle. & 


Merrell Dow—The Lessons 


WHILE THE antifactory protest- 
ers are celebrating victory af- 
ter the Merrell Dow announce- 
ment of a pull-out from Killeagh 


| in East Cork, the pro-factory 


group, mostly young people hop- 
ing for a job at home, claim 
bitterly that they have been 
deprived of a factory by better- 
off neighbours concerned only 
with the environment.The 
Merrell Dow controversy has 
brought into focus a question 
of burning importance. There 
appears to be a direct clash 
between the urgent need for 


| jobs and the preservation of 


- the environment. 


The ICTU, the Labour and 
Workers’ Parties, with their un- 
critical support for foreign capi- 
talists building factories here, 
could not rise beyond regret for 
the jobs lost. The Greens, on 
the other hand, simply want to 
set up “environmental impact 
studies” (EIS) before any such 
developments inthe future. But 
the politics of the Green move- 
ment, with its utterly utopian 
view of sharing out society’s 
wealth and cutting back on in- 
dustrial development, gives no 
priority to the crying need for 


| jobs or working class interests 
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in general. 


Socialists fundamentally 
oppose the Green perspective. 
We are for the right to work for 
all. We are for the development 


| of industry and production. 
| Above all we are forthe develop- 


ment of the working class itself 


| as the only force that will funda- 


mentally resolve the crises of 
society, the economy and the 
environment. 


The ICTU, Labour and WP 
knew that the record of pharma- 
ceutical companies justified 
every suspicion of the environ- 
mentalists in this particular 
case. They.knew that the state 
and local planning agencies 
could not be trusted to lay down 
and police adequate anti-pollu- 
tion safeguards at Killeagh. They 
knew that to take these issues 
seriously would have meant 
doing battle with the bosses of 
this and other similar corpora- 
tions over the conditions on 
which they were to be allowed 
operate their factories. They 
stayed out of the controversy 
because the last thing they 
wanted was to have to lead a 
struggle to win both jobs and 
real guarantees for the environ- 
ment. They knew this could only 
be done through fighting for 
radical measures of workers’ 
inspection and against business 
secrecy. 


The Greens’ notion of scien- 
tific studies of pollution dan- 
gers fails to address the vital 
question of who controls the 
inquiry, to whom is it account- 
able and who decides the final 
issue. The idea of “neutral sci- 
entists” finding out “the truth” 
is a nonsense if business se- 
crecy operates to hide impor- 
tant facts from open debate 
and scrutiny.Nor can “scien- 
tists” decide the limits of what 
class struggle in an industry 


can do to prevent pollution and 
danger to health. The process 
of a working class inquiry, how- 
ever, which really challenged 
business secrecy would create 
new methods of on-going work- 
ers’ inspection in the function- 
ing industry by educating and 
mobilizing the producers them- 
selves on the shop floor and 
setting up the committees of 
joint action with the local com- 
munity which would be neces- 
sary. 


Workers’ health and the 
safety—and beauties—of the 
environment are too important 
to be entrusted to capitalists or 
to the institutions of the capital- 
ist state. Pending the creation 
of a democracy of the produc- 
ers (a socialist Workers’ State), 
the only guarantor of the envi- 
ronment is working-class 
Struggle which challenges all 
state and business secrecy and 
which is determined to physi- 
cally block all dangerous meas- 
ures. 


In cases such as Killeagh, 
this comes down to workers 
organizations, e.g. Trades Coun- 
cils giving the lead to local 
communities in setting up an 
inquiry which will call its own 
experts and witnesses, includ- 
ing from the workers in over- 
seas branches of the multina- 
tional. Open debate of the is- 
sues on this basis alone can 
decide what conditions must be 
met, and how they as workers 
and the local community will 
monitor the new plant.@ 








WHITHER 


POLAND? 


The convulsions of Polish society pose imminent dangers for the ening of capitalism within 
working class in Poland and world-wide. The secretariat of the 
League For a Revolutionary Communist International published 





this statement on Sept 21st to clarify the character of 


developments and the key elements of what must be done. 


THE INSTALLATION of a government with a majority 
of non-Communist Party members in Poland for the 
first time since the Second World War indicates the 
depth of the crisis facing the Stalinist régimes in East- 
ern Europe. The crisis of political legitimacy revealed 
in the June elections came on top of the combined 
failure of Jaruzelski either to destroy Solidarnosc or to 
bring any order into the chaos of the bureaucratically 


planned economy. 

The state of the planned econ- 
omy forced the Polish United 
Workers’ Party (PUWP) tothe 
unprecedented path of agree- 
ing to share power as a minor- 
ity partner with Solidarnose 
and the revivified Peasant 
Party under Tadeusz Mazow- 
iecki. 


Far from threatening inter- 
vention, the Soviet Union 
intervened only to moderate 
the PUWP’s demands for a 
larger share in the govern- 
ment. It wasclear that Moscow 
would not exert pressure, let 
alone intervene militarily, to 
ensure the Polish Stalinist 
monopoly of power. Gorbachev 
and Jaruzelski remain con- 
tent with absolute control over 
the army and police force, the 
“special bodies of armed men” 
that guarantee that state 
power is still in the hands of 
the bureaucratic caste that is 
loyal to its elder brothers in 


| the Kremlin. 


The Russian and Polish 


 Stalinists have been obliged 


to allow Solidarnosc a leading 
share in governmental office, 
if not a decisive hold on politi- 
cal power, by the electoral 


| fiasco they suffered on June 


4th. Not only did Solidarnose 
make a clean sweep of the 
25% of seats for which they 
were allowed to stand, but the 
masses expressed their total 
rejection of the Stalinists by 
voting against them even 
when they were the only can- 


didates. 
Solidarnosc 


This vote represented more 
of a vote of no confidence in 
Stalinism than a _ whole- 
hearted endorsement of the 
new Solidarnosc. “New” be- 
cause despite the continuity 
of many of the leading person- 


nel, the “Political Solidarnosc” 


candidates were not the rep- 
resentatives of Solidarnosc as 
it existed in the early 1980s 
when it was a 10-million 
strong movement combining 
features of work-place com- 
mittees, a trade union and a 
political party. Its national 
leadership has not been re- 
newed or re-elected since its 
first and onlycongressin 1981. 
Then, despite the fact that 
Walesa & Co. were disguised 
Catholic bourgeois national- 
ists, the movement’s policy 
and objectives were centred 
on calls for workers’ self- 
management of the economy 
and the self-managed repub- 
lic. 


In 1989, Political Solidar- 
nosc’s candidates were largely 
chosen by self-appointed 
committees of Catholic intel- 
lectuals, priests and the bur- 
geoning class of business 
people. Walesa has resolutely 
obstructed any attempt tocall 
a congress of the “union”, and 
the Trade Union Solidarnosc 
now has only 2 million mem- 
bers as against the recon- 
structed government-spon- 
sored union (OPPZ) which has 
7 million. This is only partly 
the product of seven years of 
repression. The OPPZ union 
have made increasing moves 
to defend workers against 
government and management 
attacks on the one hand whilst 
Walesa & Co. on the other 
repeatedly obstructed elemen- 
tary self-defence by*Solidar- 
nosc, condemning strikes and 
calling for returns to work. 
Oppositionists within the 
movement, on the right Fight- 
ing Solidarnosc, the KPN 





(Polish Nationalist Party), and 
on the left the PPSRD (Polish 
Socialist Party), have been 
allowed neither voice nor 
representation. 


Walesa now pledges a mora- 
torium on strikes and talks 
openly about the government 
starting a reform process that 
will see the transition “from a 
communist system of owner- 
ship to capitalism”. The gov- 
ernment’s Solidarnosc indus- 
try minister, Tadeusz 
Syryzezyk, is the one of the 
growing breed of private busi- 
nessmen who announced that 
“we must change the struc- 
ture of ownership. The only 
guarantee of democracy is a 
middle class which prizes the 
notion of contracts and prop- 


erty . 


Solidarnose’s economic 
advisers include Jefferey 
Sachs, the planner of the Bo- 
livian “economic miracle” (!) 
which saw the almost com- 
plete closure of almost all the 
country’s mining industry. He 


now advocates “shock treat- 
ment” with an abandonment 
of food subsidies, closures of 
unprofitable industries in- 
cluding the Gdansk shipyards. 
This, he says, will mean six 
months of chaos, then a recov- 
ery. Alongside Sachs are a 
collection of other advisers 
from the USA and Britain, 
including the infamous Adam 
Smith Institute, all vying with 
each other to advise Solidar- 
nose on how to slash jobs, 
skyrocket the cost of living 
and privatize the 96% state- 
owned industry. 


The Government 


Clearly, this government 
has adopted an openly, even a 
brazenly, pro-capitalist pro- 
gramme. It is obvious why 
both the USA and the EC 
capitalists support it. It is 
equally clear why Poland’s 
private farmers in rural Soli- 
darnosc and the Peasant Party 
supportit. Both recognize that 
the new Solidarnosc, its lead- 
ership andits advisers andits 
mass base of Catholic intel- 
lectuals are a bourgeois party 
in embryo. Jaruzelski, Gor- 
bachev and the PUWP sup- 
port it or participate in sucha 
government because they 
have to try to solve the eco- 
nomic crisis at the expense of 
the working class. In fact, 
Jaruzelski and his predeces- 
sors had been trying to force 
through, for eight years and 
more, exactly the measures 
Mazowiecki must take. Being 
totally unwilling and unable 
to fightimperialism, they seek 
to concede toit, to use it, to act 
as its agents, hoping only to 
be able to preserve their po- 
litical power and their eco- 
nomic privileges. 


Indeed, they did not yield 
political power when they gave 
up their monopoly of govern- 
ment office. Their Bonapar- 
tist dictatorship still remains 
intact, nor has their control 
over the chaotic and disinte- 
grating planned economy yet 
been broken, but they now 
recognize that they will have 
to make massive concessions 
to private capital. The im- 
mense and multi-layered 
bureaucratic caste, as a total- 
ity, is under enormous strain. 
The course which they have 
taken will increase those 
strains to breaking point. 
Every marketizing and priva- 
tizing measure will weaken 
the cohesion of the party and 
hasten its disintegration. Of 
course, its leading bureau- 
cratic clique hopes that these 
measures will revive the econ- 
omy and relax its contradic- 
tions before the crisis reaches 
a point where qualitative 
change in the state becomes 
unstoppable and they lose 





their political and economic 
power altogether. 


What then is the nature of 
this new government? The 
PUWP remains a bourgeois 
workers’ party, albeit that its 
working class base is almost 
totally eroded. The Solidar- 
nose ministers, on the other 
hand, are politically christian- 
democrat, representing an 
embryonic Catholic national- 
ist party. The government, 
therefore, is a form of popular 
front, pledged to the strength- 


Poland, but without agree- 
ment as to its final restora- 
tion, that is, the return of 
political power to a revived 
Polish bourgeoisie. 


We are equally opposed to 
both elements of this govern- 
ment. Both are conscious 
enemies of the Polish working 
class. The Solidarnosc minis- 
ters are open capitalist 
restorationists, but with a 
utopian programme of peace- 
ful reform to bring about this 
restoration. The Stalinists are 
prepared to go a long way 
towards restoration, some of 
them all the way in the hope of 
becoming capitalists them- 
selves or bureaucrats for the 
capitalist class and imperial- 
ism. Others, tied to their caste 
privileges, hope to avoid this. 


Left to their own devices, 
the Stalinists would not and 
will not be able to resist capi- 
talist restoration. Thereis only 
one objective force capable of 
preventing capitalist restora- 
tion in Poland, the proletar- 
iat. Despite its terrible mis- 
leadership, its ideological 
poisoning with Stalinism, 
Catholicism and nationalism, 
it will be obliged to resist the 
government programme be- 
cause it will be both the ulti- 
mate andthe immediate loser 


_ bythis whole process. The only 


‘question is whether it will 
‘resist consciously and victori- 
‘ously. Working class resis- 
tance, if limited to a trade 


union level, will bring social 


and economic chaos and civil 
war. The bureaucracy will 
split, as will the present popu- 
lar front. Interventions, by 
imperialism seeking to pre- 
serve its investments and to 
complete the task of restora- 
tion, and by the USSR seek- 
ing to preserve it military 
security, are possible. 


The Working Class 


If the working class is to 
avoid becoming the plaything 
of either a bureaucratic or a 
bourgeois counter-revolution, 
it must find anew party anda 
new programme to fight for it. 
The working class must give 
no support to this government 
of capitalists and capitulators 
to capitalism. It must fight by 
demonstrations, occupations 
and strikes, up to and includ- 
ing the general strike, against 
the introduction of the Ma- 
zowiecki-Jaruzelski austerity 
programme. 


The state ownership of the 
factories, service industries 
and transport must be de- 
fended against both closure 
and privatization. Worker's 
control and workers’ manage- 
ment mustreplace the bureau- 
cratic bullies and bunglers and 
block the road to the new 
bourgeoisie and its overseers. 


A congress of the factory 
committees, the trade unions 
andthe poor peasants’ organi- 
zations must be called to draw 
up a new five-year plan to 
meet the vital needs of all the 
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toilers. Likewise,it must draw 
up lighting plans to seize 
control of the central, regional 
and local planning apparatus, 
with the aim of purging it of 
incompetents and time-serv- 
ers and putting it entirely at 
the service of the workers’ 
plan. To defend this, it is nec- 
essary to oust Jaruzelski’s 
bonapartist clique and Ma- 
zowiecki’s bourgeois minis- 
ters and to install a revolu- 
tionary workers’ and peasants’ 
government. 


In short, economically and 
politically, it is necessary to 
carry through a proletarian 
political revolution which 
simultaneously pre-empts the 
social counter-revolution 
planned by Walesa and Ma- 
zowiecki. In the course of this 
revolution the workers’ or- 
ganizations must not only 
organize and arm to defend 
themselves, but they must also 
take positive steps to win over 
the rank and file of the army 
and the militia to their side 
and to the defence of planned 
property by calling for soldiers’ 
committees and for the elec- 
tion of all officers. 


Such a revolution must 
defend and extend women’s 
democratic rights, including 
the right to free abortion and 
contraception on demand 
against the Catholic bigots. It 
must restore religion to the 
status of a strictly private 
matter as far as the state is 
concerned, secularizing the 
schools and removing any 
open or hidden state subsi- 
dies for the spreading of relig- 
lous propaganda. 


To create a party capable of 
leading the political revolu- 
tion, Polish revolutionary 
Marxists must fight to defeat 
the Catholic and Stalinist 
misleaders within the work- 
ers’ mass organizations. They 
should support calls for the 
convening of democratic con- 
gresses of both the OPPZ 





unions and of the Trade Un- 
ion Solidarnosc, calling forthe | 
renunciation and ousting of | 
the entire present leaderships 
and for the mobilization of the 
unions against the austerity 
plan and the government 
which implements it. They 
should call for an immediate 
congress to unify the trade 
unions on a programme of 
resistance against the pro- 
capitalist offensive and for the 
defence of the planned prop- 
erty relations in the interests 
of the workers and poor peas- 
ants. 


They should call for the 
renunciation of the external 
debt and the cessation of the 
ruinous interest payments to 
foreign bankers. @ 


@® ight austerity, closure and 
privatization! 


® Kightcapitalistrestoration | 
and Stalinist dictatorship 
and betrayal! 


@® Break with the bourgeois 
leaders of Political Solidar- | 


nose 


® Down with the Stalinist 
bureaucrats! 


® For Political Revolution! 


For a Workers’ and Poor 
Peasants’ Government! 


@® Fora democratic plan that 
opens the road to socialist 
equality and prosperity! 


® For international solidar- | 
ity with the Russian work- 
ers and the workers of 
E.Europe. 


@ Russian troops out of Po- 
land. 


@® Poland out of the Warsaw 
Pact. 3 

@ Defend the Degenerate 
Workers’ States of the 


USSR and E.Europe 
against Imperialism. 
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“PEOPLE'S” WAR 


ON NOVEMBER 1, 1914 at the beginning of the first 
| imperialist war, Lenin wrote: “Imperialism has placed 
| the fate of European culture at stake. After this war, if 
a series of successful revolutions do not occur, more 
| wars will follow —the fairy tale ofa ‘war to end all wars’ 
is a hollow and pernicious fairy tale ...” 


In May of 1940 as Hitler 
invaded France, Trotksy and 
the Fourth International 
called on workers to remem- 
ber Lenin’s prediction, add- 
ing: 
| The present war — the second 
imperialist war — is not an 
accident; it does not result from 
| the will of this or that dictator. 
It was predicted long ago. It 
derived its origin inexorably 
from the contradictions of 
international capitalist inter- 
| ests. (Trotsky, in the Mani- 
festo of the Fourth Interna- 
tional, May 1940.) 


By the end of the 1890s the 
whole world had been divided 
into colonial or semi-colonial 
spheres of influence. Further 
colonial conquests were im- 
possible without a forcible re- 
division of the globe. But capi- 
talism had become a competi- 
tive, expansionist system ona 
world scale and it could no 
longer develop within the fet- 
ters imposed by national 
boundaries and limited colo- 
nial spheres of influence. 
| Hence the emergence of the 
imperialist epoch of wars— 
| and revolutions. 


Butas long as socialist revo- 
lution did not resolve this 
contradiction by tearing down 
| national boundaries and abol- 
ishing private ownership of 
production, the capitalists 
would seek again and again to 
solve their problem by wars of 
conquest and expansion. 


The 1914-18 war not only 
failed to solve but rather in- 
tensified the international 
| contradictions of that period. 
| Two decades of capitalist stag- 
nation followed. The world 
economy contracted and frag- 
mented into trading blocs 
dominated by Britain, France 
and the USA. US interests 
required an end to protected 
trading blocs in favour of an 
open world market which it 
would dominate. This meant 
destroying the old colonial 
empires, but most urgently it 
meant preventing Germany 
and Japan from carving out 
new empires. 

Germany’s regeneration on the 
basis of her first-rate technol- 
ogy and organizational abili- 
ties was inevitable. It came 
sooner than was thought pos- 
sible, in large measure thanks 
to England’s support of Ger- 
| many against the USSR, 
against the excessive preten- 
sions of France, and more 
remotely against the United 
States. Such international 
combinations proved success- 
ful for capitalist England more 
than one in the past so long as 
she remained the strongest 
| power. In her senility she 
proved incapable of dealing 
with those spirits she had 
herself evoked. (Trotsky — 
Manifesto of the FID 


In fact, British imperialism 
had colludedin putting Hitler 
into power in Germany. The 
British ruling class was more 
than content that Fascism 
should crush the threat of 
Bolshevism in the European 
working class, even if that 
meant sacrificing much of the 
camouflage of bourgeois de- 
mocracy. 

German imperialist capital- 
ism was inevitably driven by 
its expansion to unleash the 
long-impending struggle for 
re-division of the world. For 6 
months after the British and 
French declaration of war 
Hitler still calculated on Brit- 
ain continuing its defeatist 
attitude. But then in May 
1940, in an inner party coup 
the most imperialist sections 
of the British ruling class 
installed Churchill in place of 
Chamberlain in order to 
mobilize the defence of Brit- 
ish global interests against a 
rampant rival German impe- 
rialism. Churchill was a ruth- 
less enemy of the organized 
working class as he had proven 
in the upsurges ef class 
struggle of 1910-13 and 1926, 
and was no less an admirer of 
fascist services to European 
capitalism than those whohad 
“appeased” Hitler. 


“Democratic” 
Imperialism 


Britain’s decision to fight 
Germany clearly meant ac- 
cepting the future world 
dominance of USimperialism 
and the inevitable disman- 
tling of the colonial system. 
But it did not mean any will- 
ingness to recognise of the 
right of self-determination of 
the colonial peoples. Through- 
out the war of the rival impe- 
rialisms, a second war was 
waged against the struggles 
for national liberation 
worldwide. 


The USA had armed itself 
to meet the combined threat 
of any two of its imperialist 
rivals, but Germany's victo- 
ries compelled it to join the 
war to prevent it denying all 
US access to trade with Eu- 
rope. Japan’s attack made it 
politically easier. Thus the 
leading forces in the war were 
on the one side fascist imperi- 
alism and on the other “demo- 
cratic” imperialism. But this 
does not for a moment mean 
that it was a struggle for 
democracy and against fas- 
cism. It was, in the first in- 
stance, an inter-imperialist 
war; secondly a war against 
the USSR and thirdly a war 
against national liberation 
struggles in the backward 
countries. Nowhere did the 
bourgeoisie undertake the 


“defence of democracy” 
Seeking togain the advantages 
of a totalitarian regime, the 
imperialist democracies 
launch their own defence with 
a redoubled drive against the 
working class and the perse- 
cution of revolutionary organi- 
zations. The war danger and 
now the war itself is utilized 
by them first and foremost to 
crush internal enemies. The 
bourgeoisie invariably and 
unswervingly follows the rule: 
“The main enemy is in ones 
own country”. (Trotsky—FI 
Manifesto, May 1940) 


And in the closing stages of 
the war the guiding principle 
of the victorious “democratic” 
imperialists was at all costs to 
crush popular and working 
class movements of struggle 
against fascism which showed 
any sign of challenging the 
rule of capitalism. In this the 
Allies were content to avail 
fully of the services of the 
“fascist enemy’. 


When the British and 
Americans landed in Sicily in 
the summer of 1943 the Ital- 
ian fascists deposed Musso- 
lini and regrouped around 
Marshall Badoglio. Churchill 
and Roosevelt recognised 
Badoglio’s government which 
was then confronted by a 
strike wave in Turin and then 
amass general strike through- 
out the German occupied ar- 
eas of Northern Italy, result- 
ing in factory councils. Brit- 
ain told the Italian resistance 
to restrict its activities for the 
winter of 43-44 and gave the 
green light to the Germans to 
slaughter the resistance lead- 
ers in the North. And during 
the General Strike the allies 
bombed the working class cit- 
ies of Northern Italy. 


The imperialist bourgeoisie 
has no inherent interest in 
fighting fascism or defending 
“democracy. It will sacrifice 
democracy to fascist dictator- 
ship without notice if need be 
to protect capitalism from 
proletarian revolution. 
Fascism ts a chemically pure 
distillation of the culture of 
imperialism. ... The demo- 
cratic governments, who in 
their day hailed Hitler as a 
crusader against Bolshevism, 
now make him out to be some 
kind of Satan unexpectedly 
loosed from the depths of hell, 
who violates the sanctity of 
treaties, boundary lines, rules, 
and regulations. If it were not 
for Hitler the capitalist world 
would blossom like a garden. 
What a miserable lie! This 
German epileptic with a cal- 
culating machine in his skull 
and unlimited power in his 
hands did not fall from the sky 
or come up out of hell: he is 
nothing but the personifica- 
tion of all the destructive forces 
of imperialism.... 

The butchers of the second 
imperialist war will not suc- 
ceed in transforming Hitler 
into a scapegoat for their own 
sins. ... Before the judgement 
bar of the proletariat all the 


present rulers will answer. 
Hitler will do no more than 
occupy first place among the 
criminals inh the 
dock. (Trotsky—FI Manifesto, 
May 1940) 


Revolutiona 
ed S| Lr - 


Because the war of the Axis 
powers and Japan against the 
Anglo-American alliance was 
an imperialist and reaction- 
ary war, it was the task of 
revolutionaries in the imperi- 
alist countries, in World War 
II — asin the 1914-18 war — 
to win the working class to a 
policy of revolutionary 
defeatism, applying the prin- 
ciple of the class struggle that 
the main enemy is in one’s own 
country — the imperialist 
ruling class. 


What does such a policy 
entail? It meant pursuing the 


geoisie. 


Revolutionary defeatism 
means agitating in every fac- 
tory, regiment and ship for 
the class war. Such agitation 
begins with economic strikes 
or the defence of soldiers’ po- 
litical rights. But it is aimed 
at the creation of workers and 
soldiers’ councils which could 
form the basis of working class 
power. 


This does not mean that the 
workers in any way favour 
the victory of one rival imperi- 
alism over the other. Revolu- 
tionary defeatism is defeat- 
ism on all sides within the 
imperialist countries. We do 
not advocate workers helping 
the enemy bosses by sabotag- 
ing production, spying for the 
enemy etc. The class struggle 
would carry on noless strongly 
against the national bourgeoi- 
sie and the conqueringinvader 
if the “home” bosses were 
defeated. It is the only consis- 
tent proletarian internation- 
alist policy, and the one that 
the revolutionary Fourth 
International fought for simul- 
taneously in all the countries 
where it had sections. 


Any other policy would be 
suicidal for the working class. 
If class peace was maintained 
to help the war effort the 
struggle for the real interests 
of the workers would be set 
back by decades. Victory for 
an imperialist bourgeoisie 
would enlarge its area of ex- 
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class struggle in Germany, 
France, the USA,Britain— 
and the Six Counties—even if 
that prevented theruling class 
from defending itself against 
the rival imperialism, even if, 
for example, that prevented 
Churchill from resisting con- 
quest by Hitler. Instead of 
voting for the bosses’ war 
budgets in parliament, rally- 
ing workers to the army and 
sacrificing pay and conditions 
to the “war effort”, the work- 
ers organisations had tocarry 
on fighting their own exploit- 
ers, working to create the 
conditions in which the impe- 
rialist war might be turned 
into a revolutionary insurrec- 
tion against their own bour- 





ploitation, would strengthen 
it politically at home and 
abroad and poison the work- 
ing class with nationalist 
sentiment. 


All the major parties of the 
working class, however, dur- 
ing the Second Imperialist 
War — Labour, Socialist or 
Communist — surrendered to 
national chauvinism and 
helped mobilize their own 
workers tomassacre the work- 
ers of the “enemy” countries 
in the name of “saving democ- 
racy’, defending the USSR, 
and for “national liberation” 
by one imperialism from its 
rival! 


The unconditional defence | 


of the USSR against German 





imperialism, however, did not 
make it either necessary or 
correct to strengthen the war 
effort of the British or Ameri- | 
can Imperialist bourgeoisiein 
any way! While Stalinists in 
Europe and the USA clam- 
oured for a “second front in | 
Europe”, for the Allies to in- | 
vade Europe and draw the 
Germans off the Russian front, 
the Trotskyists argued that “a 
capitalist second front means 
counter-revolution in Europe”. 
In the event, the Allies did 
indeed confront the armed 
working classes of Greece, 
Italy and France with counter- 
revolution. 


Defence of the USSR 


Yet the defence ofthe USSR | 
against imperialism was one 
of the key tasks facing social- 
ists during the Second Impe- 
rialist War: 

The crimes of the Kremlin oli- 
garchy do not strike off the 
agenda the question of the 
existence of the USSR. Its 
defeat in the world war would 
signify not merely the over- 
throw of the totalitarian bu- 
reaucracy but the liquidation 
of the new forms of property, 
the collapse of the first experi- 
ment in planned economy, and | 
the transformation of the en- | 
tire country into a colony; that 
is, the handing over to imperi- 
alism of colossal natural re- — 
sources which would give it a 
respite until the third world 
war. ... 

The Fourth International can 
defend the USSR only by the | 
methods of revolutionary class 
struggle. ... While waging a | 
tireless struggle against the | 
Moscow oligarchy, the Fourth 
International decisivelyrejects | 
any policy that would aid 
imperialism against the 
USSR. The defence of the 
USSR coincides in principle 
with the preparation of the | 
world proletarian revolution. | 


(FI Manifesto.) 


Fighting to demand an 
unrestricted and uncondi- 
tional supply of arms to the 
USSR, under workers’ inspec- 
tion and in the teeth of one’s 
“own” bourgeoisie — that is | 
anexampleof positive defence 
of the USSR against imperial- 
ism. Breaking strikes in the 
capitalist armaments .indus- 
try, as did the Communist 


parties, was decidely not. 


In the last analysis these 
criminal misleaders of the 
working class were merely 
doing the bidding of the bour- 
geoisie — to mobilize the 
exploited and oppressed to die 
for the survival their capital- 
ist fatherlands. 


ONLY FIVE months after the last 
wave of peasant strikes, Peru has 
been engulfed agaln In a wave of 
peasant struggle to which the gov- 
emment of Alan Garcla has re- 
sponded with a string of empty 
promises to resolve the demands 
of the rural poor. In the country- 
side there has been an almost per- 
manent mobilization of peasants. 
They are fighting for land, against 
harsh credit conditions, against 
low crop prices and the millitariza- 
tion of the countryside. 


Hancabelica which has been 
under military control for seven 
years, in Cuzco, Puno, San Martin 
and Apurifac, peasants have staged 
strikes and massive meetings. In 
August the peasants found they 
were no longer on their own in con- 
fronting the government. Miners, 
electricity workers, teachers, post 
office workers, university lecturers, 
transport workers and the medical 
association all went on strike for 





FIFTY MILLION people 
died in World War II. But 
you would hardly think so 
from the orgy oftrivia and 
jolly patriotism the media 
have been churning out to 
mark the 50th anniversary 
of its declaration. The big- 
gest carnage in human 
history exudes a golden 
glow in the memory of the 
Allied imperialists for one 
good reason only. They 
duped the workers into 
fighting a bosses’ war and 
came out of it with their 
profit system intact. They 
did this by convincing the 
workers and soldiers that 
it was a war to defend de- 
mocracy, a war against fas- 
cism, a people’s war. It was 
a lie then as it is a lie now. 


While the Stalinists inter- 
nationally never sought to 
turn the horror of the war, in 
which 20 millions died in the 
USSR alone, into such a cyni- 
cal exercise in jingoism and 
profit-making, they, also, 
however, have a political inter- 
est in peddling the monstrous 
lie that the war was fought in 
defence of democracy and free- 
dom. They do so because they 
wish to hide the truth that 
Stalinism allied itself with 
western imperialism and be- 
came the open agent of the 
bosses’ interest against the 
working class. The record of 
Irish Stalinism is no excep- 
tion. 


Class Collaboration 


Early in 1939 the Commu- 
nist Parties in Britain and 
Ireland, reflecting the inter- 
national line of Stalin’s Com- 
munist International, dropped 
the revolutionary defeatist 
position they had earlier 
claimed to uphold. That posi- 
tion had been crisply statedin 
Britain itself by CP leader 
Emile Burns in 1935: 

But supposing fascist Ger- 
many attacks the USSR; are 
| you now tn favour of the work- 
ers supporting the British and 
French governments in an 
attack on Germany? Under 
no circumstances. Such 
action would help the German 
capitalists to represent the war 
as one of national self-defence; 
it would immensely strengthen 
the British capitalists and 
weaken the British workers; it 
would put British imperial- 
ism in the event of victory in a 
favourable position for attack- 
ing the USSR; it would mean 
suppressing the inevitable 
revolt in India. (The Labour 
party and the menace of War) 


But “revolutionary defeat- 
ism” was so completely aban- 
doned after 1936 that when 
Chamberlain signed the 
_ Munich agreement with Hitler 

the British CP even stood 


Peru: 





hen the 


“Communists” 
were strike 
breakers 


down its own bye-election can- 
didates, and called for Labour 
to do likewise, to help elect 
anti-appeasement Conserva- 
tives. Its whole strategy was 
to subordinate the class 
struggle to an alliance with 
the “democratic imperialists” 
to supposedly fight fascism. 


The CPI began publication 

of a new paper, Irish Workers 
Weekly in April 1939. In its 
first issue it said: 
Irish Labour must place the 
interests of the working class 
first and come out clearly 
against the worst enemy, fas- 
cism ... we cannot be neutral 
against fascism ... 


In mid-September 1939 an 
official party statement still 
read: 

The CPI has no hesitation in 
saying that the cardinal en- 
emy of all lands and peoples is 
fascism.It brands fascism as 
the deadly foe of peace,of hon- 
ourable dealing between men 
and nations,the enslaver of 
working men,the mortal en- 
emy of civilisation... The work- 
ing class movement of all 
lands...will battle for the 
downfall of the fascist tyran- 
nies (Irish Workers Voice,16 
Sept. 1939). 

a 


Having posed as the most 

active anti-fascists from 1934 
to 1939, the CPI was suddenly 
confronted by the Stalin- 
Hitler peace pact which had 
been signed on August 23rd. 
It now had to defend Moscow’s 
treacherous pact with the 
butcher of the German work- 
ing class. Within a month the 
CPI had done a complete 
about-turn, and by mid-Octo- 
ber their position had changed 
to: 
The fascist countries are talk- 
ing for peace ... entering non- 
agression pacts with the So- 
viet Union,discarding their 
anti-communist war cries ... 
There is little doubt that the 
peace proposals will have the 
careful consideration of the 
working class movement 
everywhere. (IWV, 14 Oct. 
1939). 


The terms the CPI was 


prepared to accept for the 
workers of Europe were the 
terms of the Hitler-Stalin 
“peace” pact which left fas- 
cism in the saddlein Germany, 
Italy, Spain, Portugal, Czecho- 
slovakia, Austria and half of 
Poland. 


In the new international 
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A 21 Aug 1939 Signing of the Stalin -Hitler Pact 


context of the Hitler-Stalin 
pact, British imperialism was 
once again declared by the CPI 
as the main enemy.At the 
same time the CPI adopted a 
militant stand on workers’ 
economic struggles. In April 
1940 their Workers Weekly 
was banned in the North 
under the Special Powers Act. 
Its strongly anti-imperialist 
tone, its switch from calling 
the IRA Hitler’s helpmates to 
blanket support for them, and 
its support of illegal strikes in 
the North’s war industries had 
inevitably brought it into 
conflict with Stormont. 


Notwithstanding the ban, 
the militant line of the CPI 
continued in a new paper 
called “Red Hand.” It reached 
its peak in the CPI’s very ac- 
tive role in the successful mass 
anti-conscription campaign in 
the North at the end of 1940, 
which suceeded in straddling 


the sectarian divide. 


Does this show that Stalin- 
ism was after all not counter 
revolutionary, as Trotsky had 
characterised it? Had the CPI 
become centrist again as in 
the late twenties, i.e. capable 
of vacillating between a re- 





formist and a revolutionary 
line? Far from it! 


On the Irish front, the CPI 
strategy did not envisage the 
overthrow of the Orange State. 
They called for changes at 
Stormont which wouldremove 
the most war-like Unionists 
and pave the way for a negoti- 
ated re-unification of Ireland, 
but an Ireland re-united not 
as a Workers Republic by so- 
cialist revolution, but as a 
neutral bourgeois republic 
under the leadership of de 
Valera. It was therefore a 
capitulation to bourgeois Irish 
nationalism. 


Stalin’s utopian hopes fora 
long-term peace arrangement 
with Hitler were rudely shat- 
tered in June 1941 when mil- 
lions of German troops poured 
into the USSR. The USSR 
immediately embraced an 
alliance with British imperi- 
alism, signing a mutual aid 


pactin July 1941. Moscow now 
decreed that Britain was, af- 
ter all, fighting for the resto- 
ration of democracy and the 
liberation of humanity. 


The Irish stalinists re- 
spondedimmediately by drop- 
ping their fight for the with- 
drawal of the North from the 
war, once again began de- 
nouncing the IRA as Hitler’s 
agents and declared theirown 
war on strikes as part of their 
“patriotic duty” in the “anti- 
fascist struggle”. 


The CPI opposed all strikes 
in the Six Counties and in 
Britain and directed their 
union officials and shop stew- 
ards to collaborate fully with 
the intense productivity drives 
that increasingly became part 
of the imperialist war econ- 
omy. They reasoned that since 
the “socialist fatherland” was 
allied with Britain, maximiz- 
ing output for the USSR’s ally 
was the duty of communists— 
i.e. class collaboration. 


The South 


And what was the CPIs new 
policy for the South? A La- 
bour-Fianna Fail coalition had 
to be pressurised by the la- 
bour movement to establish 
friendly relations with the 
North, to secure greater trade 
with Britian and pave the way 
for the entry of the South into 
the war on the side of Britian 
and the USSR. 


The CPI leaders knew that 
this new policy would lead to 
their extreme isolation in the 
South.They dissolved into the 
Labour Party their only re- 
maining Branch in Dublin. 
Simultaneously, in July 1941, 
the CPI was renamed the 
Communist party of North- 
ern Ireland (CPNI). 


The dissolution of the CPI 
in the South was all the more 
treacherous in that it ocurred 
at a time when working class 
militancy was rising toa pitch 
not witnessed since the early 
thirties. De Valera’s Wages 
Standstill Order had frozen 
wages while prices rocketed— 
and his Trade Union Bill at- 
tempted to limit union free- 
dom by the introduction of 
compulsory state licenses. 
Both of these measures were 
introduced in the Dail in the 
first half of 1941. 


The Bosses’ Police 


But the CPI’s cowardly 
capitulation went further. 
When the workers of Belfast 
struck to defend their living 
standards and union rights 
against the dictates of the war 
economy the CPI became the 
bosses’ chief strike-breaker. In 


General Strike Urgent! 


better wages and conditions. The 
government response was brutal 
repression. Two student militants 
were brutally assasinated in a dy- 
namite attack on a Lima beach. 
Five residents of a workers’ district 
Pueblo Libre were killed.The army 
occupied the mines, enforced a 
curfew there, arresting hundreds of 
miners. They occupied the offices 
of the miners’ union. 


Miners struck on 14th August. 
This is the first time that all Peru 
vian miners managed to present a 
common pay claim for more than 
80,000 workers. They demanded a 
minimum wage for all miners in 
Peru. This is important because 
more than 20,000 workers work for 
subcontractors and are therefore 
denied many benefits and a mini 


mum wage. Secondly, they de 
manded an automatic wage rise to 
beat inflation. As well, they raised 
democratic demands against the 
growing militarism in Peru. The day 
the miners’ strike began, Garcia 
called for military tribunals against 
subversion. He received the imme- 
diate support of Vargas Llosa, his 
arch critic and a Thatcherite, and 
FREDEMO candidate in next year’s 
presidential elections. 


The army was sent in against 
miners in central Peru to enforce a 
return to work at the point of the 
bayonet. They killed a miners’ un- 
ion lawyer, arrested dozens of lead- 
ers and hundreds of rank and file 
miners. They offered some miners 
double pay plus a bonus for scab- 
bing. The combined tactics of brib- 


ery and repression, coupled with 
the betrayal of the CGTP (Peruvian 
congress of trades unions) led to a 
return to work. On 3ist August they 
decided to suspend the strike at 
the congress of the Miners’ Federa- 
tion of Peru. Their aim was to re- 
group their forces in preparation for 
future struggle. The miners’ gen- 
eral secretary, Jorge Quescta said 
the army and the bosses’ answer 
to this strike shows the new stage 
in the fascisization of the Peru- 
vian state. The so-called counter- 
insurgency policy tis directed 
against the workers and aims to 
eliminate all democratic gains of 
workers. For this reason we the 
workers cannot carry on with the 
same style of trade union inter- 
vention because the APRA and 


the right wing are preparing to 
break the powerful popular move- 
ment in our country. We workers 
have to be conscious that every 
strike today is not simply a ques- 
tion of this or that concrete de- 
mand but is for the defence of the 
whole future of the working class. 


The congress insisted that the 
decision to suspend the strike was 
not a defeat but a necessary meas- 
ure to regroup against the attacks 
of the bosses and armed forces. 
Here they are clearly wrong. The 
miners did not gain any of their 
objectives and were forced back to 
work. Defeat of the advance guard 
of the Peruvian proletariat cannot 
but have a demoralizing effect on 
other less militant and less organ- 
ized sections. The defeat of the 


miners under the left leadership 
could well strengthen the right in 
the CGTP. | 


The lessons to be drawn need to 
go further than Jorge Quescta’s 
statement. If the conditions for 
victory in these sectional struggles, 
both economic and against state 
repression, are becoming more and 
more unfavourable, this shows that 
the time is ripe, perhaps overripe 
for a united working class political 
action, that is a General Strike. It 
means training mass workers’ mili- 
tias in every union, in every shanty 
town. 


These demands cannot just be 
tacked on to the end of a list of 
sectional demands or left-speeches 
at conferences or mass rallies, they 
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autumn 1942 a strike was | 
triggered by the sacking of 
two stewards who led a fight | 
for workers’ control of over- 
time. The strike spread rap- 
idly under the leadership of a 
Shop Stewards Committee 
which linked all the major 
industries in Belfast.Soon it | 
threatened the closure of of | 
Belfast’s heavy industry. W 
Mc Cullogh,then leader of the 
CPNI, told the party congress 
of October 1942, which oc- 
curred at the height of the 
strike, that “Astrike, no mat- 
ter under what circumstances 
it takes place, cannot be sup- 
ported by our Party”. 


The CPNI opposed the 
strike, condemned its exten- 
sion and urged an immediate 
resumption of work. Whenthis | 
failed they went so far as to 
organize a meeting against the 
strike at which their mem- 
bers were jeered and jostled 
by strikers. 


A Harland and Wolff strike 
began on February 25th 1944 
for a pay rise. It too was led by 
the Belfast Shop Stewards 
Committee and soon spread 
to Shorts despite the best ef- 
forts of CPNI to prevent this. | 
By early April the city was | 
paralysed and when 5 leaders 
of the shop stewards commit- 
tee were jailed, 20,000 more 
shipyard workers struck and 
the dockers closed down Bel- 
fast Port. 


The city wasin the grip ofa | 
virtual General Strike! The 
CPNI, through their shipyard 
convenor, Malachy Gray, re- 
peatedly called for a return to 
work and for the strikers to 
give up the demand that their 
stewards be unconditionally 
released. In the end, Gray and 
the CPNI, influential in the 
trade union bureaucracy, pre- 
vailed on theimprisoned stew- 
ards to accept bail, go on trial 
and appeal if convicted. The 
stewards were then released 
and a pay rise was conceded. 


These mass strikes un- 
doubtedly represented the 
most serious working class 
challenge faced by the Union- 
ist bourgeoisie during the 
second world war. And the 
most dedicated scabs were the 
CPNI. 

This underlined the overall 
record of the CPlin the second 
imperialist war as one of cyni- 
cal about-turns, strike break- 
ing, coalitionism, scabbing on 
the Irish freedom struggle and 
abandonment the Southern 
workers and poor to the “ten- | 
der mercies” of de Valera. 


It is arecord which at every 
twist and turn provesthatthe | 
CPI was and remains every | 
bit as counter-revolutionary © 
as the Labour Party. @ 


necessitate an organized struggle 
within all unions and mass popular 
organizations to combat the sabo- | 
tage” of the CGTP leaders. This | 
means a resolute fight against the 
hardened stalinist reformists and 
the centrist vacillators. 


The refusal of the “United Left” 
to carry out even a limited offensive 
against the government's economic 
and military onslaught is helping 
Vargas Llosa’s FREDEMO to gain 
support and open up Peru to a 
Thatcherite revolution. Only the 
Peruvian workers themselves can 
prevent the bosses solving the cri- 
sis in this way, but to defeat the 
bosses they also have to break with 
the Stalinist and reformist leaders 
and link up with the peasants.in 
mass direct action to stop the 
economic pauperization of the | 
masses and smash the militariza- 
tion of the country.@ 
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THE SIZE of the August 
20th demonstration for 
“British Withdrawal” in 

Dublin has once again 
| exposed the political bank- 
ruptcy of the Republican 
leadership and of their 
foot-soldiers on the left. 
Confronted withaturnout 
of 10,000 — a number not 
seen on the streets in the 
South for many years — 
the organizers pointed no 
way forward and issued no 
call to action. Instead the 
crowds dwindled as one 
|gspeaker after another 
| piled on the rhetoric ofna- 
- tionalism, ending with the 
| pseudo-anti-imperialism 
of the bourgeois Neil 
Blaney. 


Several of those thousands 
had come from all over the 
- country, north and south, with 
Republican banners, and the 
long march to the British 
Embassy was frequently 
dominated by chants of “IRA, 
IRA” from Republican youth 
and their martial bands. But 
among the thousands of Dub- 
liners and working class 
people on the march there was 
not a single labour-movement 
banner—except that of the 
Leicester Trades Council in 
England! It is a tragic com- 
mentary on the failure of the 
“anti-imperialist movement”, 
for twenty years, to have even 
attempted to build consis- 
tently in the Irish working 
class. 


Left contingents included 
the Irish Workers Group, 
Socialist Workers Movement, 
Peoples’ Democracy, IRSP, 
League of Communist Repub- 
licans, the CP and CPI(ML). 
The latter drew fire from the 

platform for their sectaria: 
| leaflet and banner attacking 
the presence of British La- 
bour MP George Galloway who 
represented the “Time To Go” 
campaign. The Militant Ten- 
dency did not support the dem- 
onstration but distributed a 
leaflet arguing abstractly for 
working class unity and so- 
cialism as the only answer to 
repression. 





Absence of TUUI 


A significant absence from 
the march was the self-styled 
“Trade Unionists for a United 
Ireland” (TUUI). They didn’t 
even issue a call for support 
for the demonstration. This 
group of CPersandother “left” 
bureaucrats in the unions 
have for years touted them- 
selves as the labour movement 
voice on the Irish national 
question as a flag of conven- 
ience for their pacifist line at 
British labour movement 
conferences. They have never 
organised action of any kind, 
or open democratic debate. 


In May, however, the TUU] 
helda public meeting at which 
the leading “left” in the par- 
liamentary Labour Party, 
Emmet Stagg TD, appealed 
for a ceasefire and a “radical” 
| alliance of Republicans and 
_ Labour. Despite glowing Re- 
publican welcome for this 
unusual acknowledgement of 
Sinn Féin by Labour, neither 
Stagg nor the TUUI were 
prepared to be seen marching 
_ for even the vague slogan fora 
| “British Withdrawal”. 

For, the slogansofthe march 
were indeed vague and oppor- 
tunist, including the mean- 
ingless call for “A New Ire- 
land”. The organizers believed 
this would draw a “broader” 
audience. In reality those who 
marched were Republican, 








20 YEARS ON... 
Republicans 
Still Reject 
Mass Action 


socialist or working class mili- 
tants, none of whom would 
have the least difficulty in 
raising the sharper and mili- 
tant demand for British Troops 
Out Now! 


The slogans and platform of 
the demonstration faithfully 
reflected the opportunism of 
Sinn Féin towards 
constitutional nationalism in 
the South. In February Sinn 
Féin had set out to unite all 
shades of anti-imperialism 
and nationalism in the “Fo- 
rum for a Democratic Alter- 
native” (FADA). But even at 
its foundation FADA rejected 
any call to action, any pros- 
pect of building a fighting 
campaign —even if only 
against repression and for 
Troops Out. Class Struggle 
alone reported how the fownd- 
ing meeting passed a resolu- 
tion for an action campaign 
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tronisingly told the atten- 
dance. 


The Aug. 20th. meeting of 
FADA was revealing in sev- 
eral respects. It was not in 
fact a conference, being open 
to no resolutions or decisions. 
It was yet another in the se- 
ries of propaganda forums 
through which FADA has 
worked to promote a 
thoroughly nationalist per- 
spective as the “key” to win- 
ning the Southern masses to 
break the logjam of the na- 
tional struggle. 


Sinn Féin’s Derry council- 
lor Mitchell McLoughlin took 
the morning session on a long 
discourse “From Civil Rights 
to Republicanism”. And al- 
though the 100 or so republi- 
cans in Derryin 1969 had now 
become 10,000, according to 
him, the struggle could not be 












demonstration to the British Embassy 


and how that motion was then 
overturned at Sinn Féin’s 
insistence (CS no. 13, p.2). 


For seven months from then 
until August, FADA contin- 
ued to push the idea of a fight- 
ing campaign further into the 
future (as we reported in CS 
No. 15). The sole action envis- 
aged was the 20th-anniver- 
sary demonstration. They 
gave the excuse that the forces 
and the support did not exist 
in the south around which to 
begin building a fighting 
campaign that could appeal to 
mass sections. The thousands 
who turned out on Aug. 19th 
expose that pathetic excuse 
as an evasion. 


Even then, at the FADA 
con‘erence the next day, the 
big attendance at the demon- 
stration was ‘explained’ as 
evidence of the quirkiness of 
‘the Irish’ by FADA’s left-na- 
tionalist chairperson, Paddy 
Prendiville. “The Irish’ turn 
out in big numbers when you 
least expect them to, he pa- 


SS — 


won without southern sup- 
port, the key to which was the 
fight for “economic sover- 
eignty”. Speaking from the 
floor, Sinn Féin’s Jim Gibney 
argued that this could only be 
done by “going into the work- 
ing class communities” with 
“a programme of action”. In 
the afternoon Bernadette 
McAliskey also called for “an 
action programme’ in conclud- 
ing her own apologetic remi- 
niscences on twenty years of 
failure by “the left”. 


When, however, the [WG, 
from the floor, drew attention 
to these two calls for an “ac- 
tion programme” and con- 
trasted them with FADA’s 
systematic inaction, the plat- 
form closed ranks against the 
idea of attempting to mobilize 
around any kind of action 
programme on questions of 
repression, irrespective of 
whether they were tobe linked 
to economic and social griev- 
ances. 


Prendiville led the reaction 


by insisting that FADA had 
an “action programme” — 
consisting of one demonstra- 
tion and four propaganda 
conferences (one more to go). 
Eoin O’Murchti (Communist 
Party and FADA committee) 
agreed these “conferences” 
were as much as could be done. 
Sinn Féin agreed, saying that 
“action” could be taken by 
individuals joining the occa- 
sional pickets of the defunct 
Anti-Extradition Campaign. 
Finally, Bernadette McAliskey 
retreated to the same posi- 
tion, covering herself with the 
mind-boggling claim that 
mass action does not only 
consist of demonstrations but 
also of ... discussion! “Confer- 
ences are action” she said, and 
she appealed for the FADA 
discussions to be set down in 
print so tnat wider numbers 
could have access to them! 


rondesl 
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The IWG argued that the 
size of the demonstration 
confirmed the possibility of 
beginning to build an action 
campaign among sections of 
the southern working class. 
Such a campaign had been a 
longstanding and concrete 
necessity throughout the 
twenty years of struggle. The 
complete absence of Irish la- 
bour movement banners from 
the previous day’s demonstra- 
tion was tragic proof of the 
failure to seriously and pa- 
tiently work to persuade the 
working class of the need to 
struggle against repression. 
Instead we had seen isolated 
single-issue campaigns divid- 
ing the existing forces, trail- 
ing Fianna Fail and turning 
their back on the working 
class. 


To begin to build an alter- 
native required an open demo- 
cratic national conference of 
activists and organisations to 
hammer out the action pro- 
gramme, a conference which 
could lead directly to united 


action committees being 
started in many towns across 
the country. Aserious attempt 
to reach the working class 
would mean also taking up 
the sharpest social and eco- 
nomic grievances. Agreement 
on what action goals we should 
raise in relation to unemploy- 
ment, the national debt, 
women’s rights etc. would 
have to arise through demo- 
cratic conferences of such a 
campaign but we could start 
out with the issues where 
there was clear agreement 
among republicans, socialists 
and advanced workers — ex- 
tradition, censorship, special 
courts, abuse of prisoners, 
emergency laws — and for 
disarming and disbanding the 
UDR and RUC and driving 
British troops out of Ireland. 


This was the perspective 
that, FADA, Sinn Féin, the 
CP, Prendiville & Co. system- 
atically opposed. The Peoples 
Democracy group argued fora 
joint programme of anti-re- 
pression and social and eco- 
nomic demands to be taken 
up by a new movement, to be 
built through a conference in 
May 1990 ! Such a long delay 
reflects their own balancing 
act between what needs to be 
done and their own chronic 
need not to break with the 
rotten FADA propaganda bloc. 





Sinn Féin’s “Action 
Programme” 


The record of the past year 
makes all too clear what Jim 
Gibney of Sinn Féin meant by 
the need for an “action pro- 
gramme” to reach the masses 
of the south. It was no more 
than would build up the pres- 
tige of Sinn Féin election 
candidates for council and Dail 
elections — essentially re- 
formist community politics. As 
one of the “left” of Sinn Féin, 
Gibney would perhaps lay 
creater emphasis upon unem- 
ployment, wages, emigration 
etc. However, neither he nor 
any of the Sinn Féin left have 
broken from economic nation- 
alism which stops short of 
challenging capitalism as a 
system. They have nothing 
concrete to offer workers in 
struggle; only the fantasy of 
an Ireland in which national 
self-determination would 
supposedly free us from domi- 
nation by the EC and the 
multi-nationals. 


The creation of FADA was 
designed precisely to propa- 
gate these ideas under a 
broader cover, to try to reach 
sections of the intelligentsia, 
trade unionists, women, jour- 
nalists, clergy etc. with the 
broad message that national- 
ist perspectives are indispen- 
sable in resolving the social 
problems of the southern 
masses. Itisathoroughly false 
doctrine, andthe IWG as revo- 
lutionary communists will not 
be party to promoting it. 
FADA, however, was well- 
provided with “left” creden- 
tials by the Communist Party 
and Peoples Democracy. As a 
response to the problems of 
southern workers, however, 
Sinn Féin’s nationalism was 
shown to be bankrupt in the 
General Election results in 
which the only party not to 
benefit from the leftward 
swing against the establish- 
ment was... Sinn Féin! 


Sinn Féin continues to re- 
ject the principle of self-or- 
ganized working class action 
on all fronts which would bring 
it into headlong conflict with 
Fianna Fil. On the contrary, 





Sinn Féin systematically re- 
serves a place for Fianna Fail 
to become one day co-leader of 
a national revolution. When 
Bobby Sands finally fell vic- 
tim to imperialist murder in 
the H-Blocks, the Republican 
movement, instead of calling 
for mass strike action, an- 
nounced that it was giving the 
southern Fianna Fail and 
Church establishment “one 
more chance” to act on behalf 
of the prisoners. But the 
murders went on. And so it 
has continued through to the 
extradition campaign and to 
the exposure of UDRandRUC 
collusion with loyalist death 
squads:—constant appeals to 
FF, and repeated finger-wag- 
ging as every “sell-out” is 
denounced in Republican 
News as “the last straw”, year 
in and year out. 





FADA and Fianna Fail 


Instead of seeing Fianna 
Fail as the enemy of the anti- 
imperialist and working class 
struggles, Sinn Féin argues 
that there is an important 
contradiction to be exploited 
within this bourgeois populist 
movement between the 
treacherous leadership and 
the genuine nationalism of the 
mass of its members. 


At the FADA public meet- 
ing in Dublin’s Ormond Hotel 
on 25th July the overwhelm- 
ing sentiment of the audience 
was critical of the way that 
Sinn Féin had squandered the 
anti-extradition campaign by 
focussing its hopes on support 
from, or asplitin, Fianna Fail, 
instead of on working class 
action. At the “conference” on 
August 20th, however, all the 
old illusions in Fianna Fail 
were polished up again—with 
the aid principally of the 
Communist Party. 


Speaking from the platform, 
Eoin O’ Murchi, leading ide- 
ologue of the Stalinist party, 
gave a left gloss to the idea 
that there was a potentially 
progressive side to Fianna 
Fail. Not just that the anti- 
imperialist struggle could 
make use of this potential but 
that the working class could 
ally with it against the sup- 
posedly more reactionary wing 
of the ruling class. For the CP 
this was the key to winning a 
“broad mass of the people”. 


The logic of this opportun- 
ism towards the “national 
bourgeoisie” became very clear 
when O’Murchi argued that 
it had been a mistake for 
Labour and the Workers’ 
Party to have allowed Fianna 
Fail form a government with 
the Progressive Democrats. In 
other words the working class 
parties should have supported 
a Haughey government! What 
a way to develop the emerging 
independent working class 
politics witnessedin the swing 
to the left in the last election! 


The same opportunism 
towards Fianna Fail has re- 
peatedly led the CP to call for 
second preference votes for 
Fianna Fail! Sinn Féin has 
not yet descended to that level 
in recent decades but it has no 
basic disagreement with the 
CP’s method. For, did not 
Gerry Adams make it clear 
that a Sinn Féin seat in a 
hung Dail could legitimately 
be used to bargain with 
Haughey in exchange for 
supporting his government! 

Bernadette McAliskey ex- 
pressed her agreement with 
O’Murchu. She even disputed 
that economic attacks had 
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POLITICS OF 
SWP? 


PAUL FOOT’S Ireland, 
Why Britain Must Go is 


| one of a number of left- 
| wing booklets which claim 


to “challenge the dominant 
values of our time”. 


Foot is a leading member of 
the SWP, the fraternal or- 
ganisation in Britain of the 
Irish SWM. Despite their 
formal commitment to the 
slogans of Troops Out Now 
and Self-determination for the 
whole Irish people Foot’s 
pamphlet fails to argue for 
these slogans. It also fails to 
argue why British workers 
should distinguish between 
the violence of the oppressor 
and the oppressed and why 
they should critically but 


| unconditionally support the 
| TRA against the British army. 


Instead the book is yet 
another solution to the Irish 
conflict which appeals to the 


| self interest of the British 
| imperialist ruling class and 
| whichis based on the assump- 


weakened working class sup- 
port for Fianna Fail in the 
election — despite all the evi- 
dence of popular sentiment. 
In fact there was been a very 
definite swing to the left, and 
Haughey’s vote held up only 
because previously lost middle 
class votes returned from the 
PD and balanced out lost 
working class votes. The logic 
of her belief (that there is an 
organic connection between 
Fianna Fail and the working 
class) is, however, the same as 
leads Gerry Adams to court 
mythical progressive sections 
in Fianna Fail. 


By contrast, the task of the 
class struggle is to wage war 
against Fianna Fail, as a 
whole, as the major ruling 
class party. If, in that battle, 
Fianna F4il’s own nationalist 
and populist rhetoric causes 
dissension in its ranks, and 
cripples the ability of the 
bourgeoisie to rule in the old 
way, so much the better. 


Apart from ritual and al- 
ways hypocritical expressions 
of nationalist sentiment, 
however, there is no contra- 
diction, even potentially, 
within Fianna F4il, either on 
the question of Partition or on 
economic policy. The populism 
of Fianna Fail’s politics may 
be more pronounced due to 
Irish economic and social 
backwardness, but such popu- 
lism is not unknown even in 
imperialist bourgeois parties 
such as the US Democrats. 


In the nationalism of Fi- 
anna Fail, and of its mass 
ranks, there is no genuine 
opposition to British imperi- 
alism. In 20 years of the 
struggle the only split occa- 
sioned in Fianna Fail was 
Boland’s tiny and fecklessAon- 
tacht Eireann. Not even the 
extreme conditions of the H- 


tion that Britain can have a 
positive role to play in Ire- 
land. 

While the book contains 
some valuable material on the 
case for withdrawal, especially 
for a British working class 
audience,its central argument 
is deeply flawed: 

The British Government 

should declare that it 

intends to withdraw its 
troops from Ireland 
forever;and that it will no 
longer sustain a separate 
statein the North of Ireland. 

It should set an irrevocable 

date for that withdrawal 

and at once convene a 

constitutional conference at 

international level to 
determine how best that 
withdrawal can be 
accomplished and what 
contribution Britain should 
make toa new united Ireland 
(p. 56). 


Thisisacall for a Zimbabwe- 
style withdrawal. It would 


Block struggle produced a 
split. It didnot even produce a 
motion of condolence in the 
Dail when a Republican hun- 
ger striker, elected to that 
citadel of Fianna Fail, died in 
the H-Blocks! 


So much for the delusions of 
Adams and the FADA nation- 
alists who prefer tomanoeuvre 
with the nationalist hangman 
of Fianna Fail than to mobi- 
lize working class action di- 
rectly against this pro-impe- 
rialist and capitalist enemy. 





Galloway’s Lie 


The FADA conference was 
addressed by George Gallo- 
way, British Labour MP and 
Time To Go representative 
who seemed to think it highly 
important that James Con- 
nolly had been born in his 
constituency over a century 
ago. Despite the extremely 
disappointing attendance at 
TTG’s most important demoa 
week previously in London, 
Galloway continued to claim 
that TTG had drawn in sig- 
nificant new forces which 
could never have been mobi- 
lized by the Irish solidarity 
campaigns attempted previ- 
ously by the far left. 


Sadly, the 5,000 who had 
marched in London were 
largely the forces of the Brit- 
ish far left! What's worse, the 
biggest of them, the SWP, 
actually supported the oppor- 
tunist politics on which TTG 
is built. In its posters SWP 
tacked on their own call for 
“Troops Out”, but they sup- 
ported and built TTG on the 
basis of its opportunist appeal 
to every element of disaffec- 
tion over the Insh question, 
essentially calling for 2 solu- 
tion to the Irish question on 
British terms. Galloway him- 


babwe, revolutionary social- 
ists would find themselves 
fighting against such an im- 
perialist convened 
“constitutional conference” 
and its supporters in the la- 
bour movement, including 
Paul Foot. 


Revolutionaries in Britain 
have a duty to argue and fight 
for Troops out Now, because 
the British troops and state 
can play no progressive role in 
Ireland. Itis not for Britain to 
call any type of conference on 
the future of Northern Ire- 
land because it has noright to 
be there in the first place. By 
conceding Britain’s right to 
call a settlement conference, 
Foot not only concedes their 
right to bein Ireland but gives 
their presence a progressive 
content 


And what are we to make of 
a statement like the follow- 
ing: 
Some say it is for strategic 
reasons: that NATO bases 
in Ireland are crucial. This 
argument has little force. 
Britain left Cyprus nearly 
thirty years ago, and British 
bases have been sustained 
on that island all the time, 


self admitted that “some of 
the supporters of TTG would 
be seen as scum in another 
context”, and he instanced 
Robert Maxwell! 


By contrast, Workers Power 
(LRCI section) and three other 
organisations formed an anti- 
imperialist contingent on the 
London demo, under the slo- 
gans of Troops Out Now and 
Self-Determination for the 
Irish People as a Whole. (The 
Leninist’s Hands Off Ireland 
campaign took a similar prin- 
cipled position.) 


Galloway, however, lied to 
the FADA conference by ex- 
plicitly claiming that the far- 
left critics of Time To Go in 
Britain were actually insist- 
ing on support for “a revolu- 
tionary socialist 32-County 
Ireland” as a condition of 
building Irish solidarity. When 
challenged after the meeting 
he conceded that “perhaps” he 
had not been “accurate”. In 
reality he had deliberately 
sought to dignify the oppor- 
tunist TTG by smearing its 
left critics in front of his Re- 
publican hosts. Not that they 
needed any lessons in politi- 
cal opportunism! 





McCann—Why no call 
to action? 


Eamonn McCann of the 
Socialist Workers Movement 
was the only speaker from a 
socialist group on the plat- 
form of the August 19th demo, 
as he had also been at FADA 
meetings to build for it. At one 
such large meeting on July 
25th the IWG argued that 
there should be a clear call 
from the platform of the dem- 
onstration to mobilize a new 
action campaign against re- 
pression on all fronts. McCann 
ridiculed the [WG’s call, tothe 
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It quickly surrenders to the 
widespread portrayal in Brit- 
ain of the IRA as mindless 
and murderous “terrorists”. 


Instead of challenging 
this’dominant value of our 
time” Foot ignores it. He fails 
to challenge the idea that the 
IRA are “terrorists”. In fact he 
reinforces this idea by oppor- 
tunistically arguing that “ter- 
rorism has increased” against 
the Tory claim that ‘terrorism’ 
is being contained.And he fails 
to mention how significant 
sections of the anti-unionist 
community see the IRA as 
their only armed defence, 


approval of Sinn Féin. You 
can’t call campaigns into exis- 
tence until there are real 
numbers of real bodies to build 
them, he told the crowded 
meeting. But how can “real 
bodies” be won to build the 
beginnings of a campaign 
without a clear call to action 
to give it a focus and a direc- 


tion! 


Despite the fact that his 
organisation put big resources 
into building for the demon- 
stration — on the terms and | 
slogans dictated by the Re- 
publicans — FADA tried to 
prevent the SWM having a 
speaker on the platform. 
Paddy Prendiville, on behalf 
of the FADA committee tried 
to block a proposal at an or- 
that | 
McCann should be one of the 
speakers at the demo, claim- 
ing that the revolutionary 
socialist viewpoint was well 
enough represented by Gerry 
Adams! An IWG comrade 
demanded thata vote be taken 
in favour of McCann speaking 
and Prendiville backed down. 


But once on the platform, 
the centrist McCann, facing 
massive numbers of real bod- 
ies, had not a single concrete 
proposal to put to them about 
where to gofrom there, or how 


ganizing meeting 


to build a campaign. His effu- 


sive rhetoric about the need 


for the working class to lead 


the struggle was rounded off 


with the declaration that we 


would carry the struggle on on Militant is not a “domestic 


| squabble” has implications for 


for another 20 years if need 
be. This ambiguous declara- 
tion met with special applause 
from republicans. In the ab- 
sence of any perspective of how 
mass action was to be built, 
they could hardly be blamed 
for thinking he meant another 
20 years of Republican guer- 
rillaism! @ 


together to demand the new 
Ireland of which Connolly 
dreamed (p. 65). 


For foot “Labour must wait” 
until after the withdrawal, a 
position which runs counter 
to the SWP’s formal commit- 


ment to the Permanent revo- 


lution strategy. As against 
Foot’s stageism, revolutionary 
socialists fight to bring the 
working class to the head of 
the anti-imperialist struggle, 
placing thereby the goal of a 
socialist republic on the im- 


mediate order of the day. 


SWP/SWM response 


In the July issue of the So- 
cialist Worker Review Ann 
Rogers reviewed Foot’s book 
for the SWP. Rogers praised it 
and offered not a word of criti- 
cism of Foot’s arguments— 
showing how seriously the 
SWP takes the fight for the 


key slogans of Troops Out Now 
and Self Determination for the 


whole Irish people. 

The September issue of the 
SWWM’s Socialist Worker con- 
tains the following criticism: 

The book makes an excellent 

case for withdrawal. Its a 


THE 
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assumes that there is some 
progressive role for the 
British State to play in the 
run up to withdrawal. — 
Revolutionaries demand | 
“Troops Out Now” because 
we do not accept that and 
because we want to mobilize 
people in struggle against — 
the state, as the only way of 
forcing the Brits out. 


To call Foot’s position a 
“weaker” demand is not good 
enough. It is a public attack 
on a key position of their own 
organizations by one of their 
own leading figures! The re- | 
view ignores Foot’s pandering 
to British chauvinism in his 
labelling the republican cam- 
paign as terrorism and not 
distinguishing between the | 
violence of the oppressor and | 
the oppressed. These are seri- 
ous matters when uttered by 
a leading member of a so- 
called revolutionary socialist 
organization addressing the 
British working class. 

This book is a good argu- 
ment why “Paul Foot Should 
Go” from any organization 
thatclaimstobe serious about | 
it revolutionary internation- 
alism. 


DEFEND 


MILITANT 12 


THE EXPULSION of Militant, decided at the Labour Party Confer 
ence in March, is going ahead. Twelve members were summoned 
for expulsion on Sept 27th. These expulsions are an attack on la- 
bour movement democracy, Spring's first shots In a war to 
decimate the ranks of the left in Labour. 


Despite our profound differ- 
ences with Militant on the strat- 


egy and tactics for socialism, 


we unconditionally defend their 
right to openly organize in the 
Labour Party for their ideas. 


Militant, in their Witchunt Spe- 
cial say “The witchunt is not a 
‘domestic squabble’ in the 


| Labour Party. It concerns all 


those who see how this rotten 
system fails the working class 


and who want to change it.” Ab- 


solutely correct! Victory for 
Spring in expelling the Militant 
will not only be the beginning of 
the decimation of the left in 
Labour but will embolden the 


| Right throughout the whole la- 


bour and trade union movement 
to step up their attacks. 


But the fact that the attack 


the figthback against it. The 
IWG have consistently argued 
that what was needed was an 
Open democratic campaign 
uniting all who opposed the ex- 


_ pulsions whether or not they 


were in the Labour Party, but 


taking up the issue throughout 
the working class, especially in 
the Labour-affiliated unions. 


None ofthe many public meet- 
ings Militant held since Tralee 
were open to the building of 
such a united fight. Nor did they 
themselves build any serious 
resistance within the trade ur- 
ions. instead they limited their 
activity to the official structures 
of the Labour Party, with disas- 
trous results. Nothing has been 
built that can mobilize broader 
forcés to defend them. 


Joint campaign 


Late as it is, an open demo- 
cratic joint campaign against 
the expulsion of Militant, and 
for the unconditional re-instate- 
ment of those expelled, is still 
vitally necessary. & 


@ Stop the Witch-hunt! 
@ Defend the Militant 12! 


@® Foran open democratic con- 
ference to build resistance! 
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New Danger in 


South 


IT IS ILLEGAL to hold 
anti-Government 
marches in South Africa. 
All the more reason why 
the world’s press should 
stand to attention when 
South Africa’s new presi- 
dent Frederik de Klerk al- 
lowed major anti-apart- 
heid rallies in Capetown 
directly after his election. 


A similar rally held ten 
days before as part of a wave 
of anti-election violence re- 
sulted in the demonstrators 
being whipped and teargas- 
sed by local police. Does de 
Klerk’s presidency signal an 
important change of direc- 
tion for South Africa’s ruling 
class? 


Certainly recent develop- 
ments indicate the growth of 
powerful contradictory ten- 
dencies in this strife torn so- 
ciety. On the one hand there 
has been an upsurge in the 
defiance campaign—a sig- 
nificant stirring among the 
black population whose he- 
roic mass struggles in the 
1984-86 period had since 
been driven back by state re- 
pression. On the other hand 
rumours abound of a negoti- 
ated settlement with the 
ANC. The ruling National 
Party cultivates an image of 
reform-mindedness while 
the so-called ‘liberal’ politi- 
clans and _ businessmen 
queue up outside the ANC 
headquartersin Lusaka. 


Why does de Klerk claim 
now that “The door is open to 
a new South Africa”? The 
South African economy is in 
deep trouble at the moment. 
International capital boy- 
cotts imposed during the ’80s 


have resulted in stagnant in- 
vestment. Gold grices re- 
main unfavourably low while 
inflation runs at 15% offi- 
cially and at least double that 
figure in reality. This is com- 
pounded by a flight of capital 
and an unemployment figure 
of 22%. State expenditure is 
actually increasing—with 
the costs of defence 23% of 
the entire national budget. In 
short, the economy faces a 
severe crisis of profitability. 


A drastic improvement in 
the productivity of labour 
along with major cutsin state 
spending are essential if cur- 
rent trends are to be re- 
versed. Ajl this will require 
the acquiescence of the black 
masses. So, reform of the 
apartheid system is on the 
agenda—but only as cos- 
metic reforms in return for 
austerity measures. The 
ANC is valued as a negotiat- 
ing partner precisely because 
of the role it is expected to 
play in immobilizing black 
workers in the face of these 
attacks. 


The CP-dominated ANC is 
unlikely to disappoint the 
bosses. It has steadfastly 
held toits two-pronged policy 
of revolution by stages, first 
an end to apartheid and then 
at at later date—socialism. 
This is why it failed to give a 
revolutionary lead to the up- 
surges of ’84-’86, being pre- 
pared instead to see the or- 
gans of workers struggle de- 
feated rather than proceed 
‘too fast’ or risk alienating in- 
fluential friends. 


Recent events have 
strengthened the hands of 
those elements who have all 


Africa 


along emphasised diplomatic 
manoeuvres. This time, the 
balance of forces is very dif- 
ferent from the peak of the 
struggle in 1985 when the 
black masses created ‘no go’ 
zones and established their 
own organs of power in defi- 
ance of the apartheid state. 
Although forced into retreat 
since then by an endless on- 
slaught of state repression, 
the organisations from this 
period (especially unions like 
NUMSA) have continued to 
raise political demands and 
continue to engage in mass 
activity. 


The key difference now is 
that these organisations 
have for the most part been 
taken in tow by the ANC who 
through a systematic series 
of purges has managed to put 
itself into key leadership po- 
sitions. It seeks to build unity 
as a priority—but unity on 
ANC terms. Hence its sup- 
port for the new anti-apart- 
heid umbrella formation— 
the Mass Democratic Move- 
ment (MDM)—a movement 
that deliberately chooses 
peaceful tactics in order to 
win sympathy from whites. 
By throwing in their lot with 
the Church-dominated 
groups the Stalinists hope to 
strengthen their hand with 
imperialism. 


This development is accel- 
erated by the new line of con- 
ciliation being beamed by the 
Kremlin to liberation move- 
ments worldwide: 

There are more possibilities 

now to resolve this problem 

[apartheid] by political 

means, by negotiations. 

Loyal to this principle, we 

will be making efforts to 


Puoto:DEREK SPEIRS/REPORT 


THE SQUAWK of indignation 
from the media and bourgeois 
nationalist politicians about 
collusion between the UDR 
and the UVF murder-gangs 
drew a well-deserved howl of 
derision from northern work- 
ers, who have not forgotten, if 
Mesrs. Hume, Mallon and 
Haughey have, that the UDR 
was founded to allow the dis- 
banded gestapo of the B-Spe- 
cials to get back into uniform. 


Since then this regiment 
has done its very best to carry 
on in the time-honoured tradi- 
tion of its predecessor—get 
stuck into the taigs. And de- 
spite the cosmetic changes in 
the colour of their uniform, the 
shiny buttor-bright modern 
image, the same is true of the 
RUC. For northem workers 
haven't forgotten either, in 
this “Protestant state for a 
Protestant people”, that its 
security forces, as a matter of 
course, have always been the 
embodiment of Protestant 
might and the defenders of 
Protestant ‘right’ over Catho- 
lics. Ulster’s security forces 
have always provided secure 
and well-paid jobs on a large 
scale for the most thuggish, 
cowardly and bigoted anti- 
Catholic elements of the Or- 
ange monolith. That remains 
as true today as it was pre- 
1968. 


But of course, since 1972 
and Direct Rule, there are lim- 
its beyond which their impe- 
rial masters in London, for rea- 
sons of political expediency, 
no longer permit them to go. 
That is why the UDR and RUC 
collaborate with the UFF. The 
last 20 years have seen 
countless examples of the 
UFF’s actions against anti-Un- 
ionists, active republicans or 
otherwise, when the UFF were 
allowed move without let or 
hindrance by the security 
forces. The British army, too, 
have been no bit-players in 
this dirty game, as much be- 
cause their own jingoistic 
self-image draws upon a semi- 
racialist hatred of the nation- 
alist Irish. 


promote a comprehensive 
settlement. (Soviet deputy 
Foreign Minister) 


Clearly the task of move- 
ments like the MDM is to ap- 
ply pressure for a ‘compre- 
hensive’ negotiated settle- 
ment. Yet whatever wretched 
betrayals the Stalinists have 
in mind, their victory in this 
business is far from a fore- 
gone conclusion. Black work- 
ers, youth and women con- 
tinue to show determined 
fighting spirit. The massive 
strikes during the recent far- 
cical elections indicate that 
the capacity for a fightback 
exists.Workers continue to 
stride far ahead of their own 
leaderships, and the peaceful 


And the further revelations 
of Garda collaboration? Their 
record of repression of repubii- 
cans since the foundation of 
the 26-County state is second 
to none. Indeed, the Anglo- 
irish Agreement was meant to 
co-ordinate and centralise re- 
pression between the uni- 
formed thug squads north and 
south against republicans and 
all who in any way support 
them. | 


The growing embarrass- 
ment of the British and Irish 
ruling classes at the tide of 
revelations provides a real op- 
portunity to give a focus for ac- 
tion to the mounting anger of 
anti-unionists in Belfast, 
Derry, Strabane and across 
the island. Everyone knows 
that the British establishment 
once more are desperately 
trying to cobble together an- 
other public relations exercise 
in the form of an enquiry. The 
SDLP and Fianna Fail, too, are 
playing for time. They are 
awaiting the fall of a few UDR 
rank and file heads and the 
promise of a security review 
before they get back to the 
real business with Thatcher. 


We cannot afford to sit back 
passively and watch another 
grotesque pantomime played 
before the Irish masses. What 
is urgently needed is a cam- 
paign to mobilize the tens of 
thousands who _ recently 
marched in Belfast, Derry and 
Dublin and who showed that 
resistance was unbroken, the 
will to struggle goes on. We 
need to address the tens of 
thousands of workers in the 
north who have suffered not 
only at the hands of the goon 
squads of a repressive regime 
but also have faced a savage 
onslaught on jobs, living stan- 
dards and welfare. 


Similarly, we must appeal to 
southern workers. They do not 
experience directly, as their 
brothers and sisters in the 
north, the effects of imperial- 
ist repression, but they have 
bome the brunt of an equally 
ferocious assault on jobs, liv- 
ing standards, conditions etc. 


demonstrations planned by 
the MDM are erupting into 
violent clashes with state 
thugs. 


And by its very nature the 
apartheid system which en- 
sures a supply of cheap la- 
bour cannot be dismantled 
without deepening the eco- 
nomic and political crisis. 
Concessions which threaten 
white privileges will deepen 
the reaction among the base 
of the ruling National Party. 


Piecemeal reforms will not 
result in any substantial im- 
provement for blacks. That is 
why the struggle against 
apartheid must become a 
struggle to overthrow the 


ID THE 
UDR NOW! 


from a Haughey government 
carrying out the interests of 
native and foreign capitalism. 
Haughey and Fianna Fail's 
collaboration with British im- 
perialism is no more than the 
other side of his party’s his- 
toric role as the defender of 
irish capitalism. 


For that reason, the Repub- 
lican Movement’s pathetic 
attempts to appeal to the 
grass roots of Fianna Fail, as 
a means of _ exposing 
Haughey’s “treachery”, has 
been totally impotent—in 
fact laughably so if it were not 
for the price paid for such stu- 
pidity. For in doing so, the 
Republican Movement has 
deliberately and repeatedly 
refused to appeal to the vic- 
tims of the two capitalist re- 
gimes in Ireland. For it is they 
who can be the only basis for 
building the kind of campaign 
whose rallies, marches and 
industrial action can give 
hope, strength and power in 
the fight to see not only the 
end of the UDR, the end of ex- 
tradition and collaboration, 
but also offer a challenge to 
the whole arsenal of repres- 
sion North and South and the 
systems that sustain them. 


In that struggle for such a 
movement, the guenilla cam- 
paign of the IRA has once 
more proved counter-produc- 
tive. Its bomb in Deal, as at 
Enniskillen during the crisis 
over extradition, provides 
room for the oppressor to get 
off the hook of their present 
difficulties over the UDR. 


We fight for a united front of 
workers, socialists and re- 
publicans, and a democratic 
open conference to build it 
now around the demands: & 

@ Disarm and Disband the 
UDR and RUC! 


@ End Extradition and col- 
laboration! 


@ For an end to all special 
courts and repressive legisla- 
tion 


@® British Troops Out of Ire- 
land Now! 


capitalist bosses and to es- 
tablish socialism instead. 
The MDM plans a ‘Confer- 
ence,. for a Democratic Fu- 
ture’ in October. Worker 
militants and left forces must 
bloc together against a nego- 
tiated settlement on ANC 
terms which would preserve 
the continued super-exploi- 
tation of the black popula- 
tion. They must reject the 
utopia of peaceful negotia- 
tions and fight to mobilize 
for: 

®@ end the state of emergency 

regulations 
® release all political prison- 
ers 
@ troops out of the townships 


@ one man, one vote now! 


